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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-F 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F1 

Comment PC-F1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F2 

Comment PC-F2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

As described in Section 3.1.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the I-405 corridor can be traveled in 13 to 25 
minutes in the northbound direction and 17 to 37 minutes in the southbound direction during the 
peak hours. The existing travel times are consistent with your observations; however, in 2040, 
corridor travel times are forecasted to increase to 101 to 133 minutes in the northbound direction 
and 95 to 163 minutes in the southbound direction under the No Build Alternative during the 
peak hours. The proposed project is necessary to accommodate future demand and reduce 
congestion.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F3 

Comment PC-F3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F4 

Comment PC-F4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F5 

Comment PC-F5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The construction going on now is part of the SR-22 WCC Project and includes HOV connectors 
at SR-22/I-405 and I-405/I-605. Seal Beach Boulevard Bridge will only be constructed once, 
under the SR-22 WCC Project. None of the bridges constructed/improved as part of the SR-22 
WCC Project (i.e., Valley View Street and Seal Beach Boulevard) will have to be reconstructed/ 
improved as part of the I-405 Improvement Project. Safety is a top priority for Caltrans, and the 
proposed Seal Beach Boulevard design is a safe design consistent with Caltrans design standards. 
Based on preliminary engineering, no full acquisitions of residential properties are anticipated 
(see Section 3.1.4.2 of the Final EIR/EIS). There will be no loss of shoulder area for long 
stretches to the right or left of I-405; however, there will be localized reductions where sign 
supports are existing along the median of I-405 and at bridge columns.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F6 

Comment PC-F6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-F6-2 

As discussed in Section 3.2.7, construction activities conducted during daytime hours would 
have a lesser impact on residential land uses than nighttime construction; however, nighttime 
construction is expected to be necessary to avoid unacceptable disruptions to traffic during 
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daytime hours. With implementation of Measures NOI-2 and NOI-4, temporary construction 
noise impacts would be minimized. 

As discussed in Section 3.2.6, with implementation of Measures AQ-1 through AQ-14, 
temporary construction air quality impacts, including dust, would be minimized. It should be 
noted that all construction projects in the SCAQMD require compliance with Rule 403. You can 
report any potential air quality issues, including excessive project-related dust, to the SCAQMD 
at 1-800-CUT-SMOG. 

Comment PC-F6-3 

Only Alternative 3 includes the tolled Express Lane Facility. The tolled Express Lane Facility 
would be operated by OCTA, similar to the 91 Express Lanes in Orange County. The SR-73 toll 
road is operated by the San Joaquin Hills Transportation Corridor Agency. The toll roads will be 
operated independently but will provide seamless interoperability, similar to if a driver took the 
toll road system from SR-73 to SR-133 to SR-241, and eventually will be able to continue to the 
91 Express Lanes with the future SR-241 connector.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F7 

Comment PC-F7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-B20-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F8 

Comment PC-F8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-B20-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F9 

Comment PC-F9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F10 

Comment PC-F10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F11 

Comment PC-F11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F12 

Comment PC-F12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The I-405 Improvement Project, subject of the EIR/EIS, and WCC Project are separate projects. 
OCTA and Caltrans work very hard to coordinate with the local community to minimize project 
impacts to the extent possible. OCTA has a robust community outreach program during 
construction and strives to keep the neighboring community informed every step of the way 
through e-mail blasts, flyers, and public meetings. The improvements to the SR-22/I-405/I-605 
interchange as part of the WCC Project compliment improvements proposed under the I-405 
Improvement Project. Structures constructed under the WCC Project (Seal Beach Boulevard 
Bridge, Valley View Street Bridge, and the 7th Street off-ramp) will not be reconstructed during 
the I-405 Improvement Project. The design of both projects has been carefully coordinated to 
avoid throw-away costs. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F13 

Comment PC-F13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The pile driving you reference is associated with the structure replacements at Seal Beach Boulevard, 
Valley View Street, and SR-22/I-405 HOV connector as part of the WCC Project. These structures 
would not be replaced as part of the I-405 Improvement Project. Some pile driving may be required 
for soundwalls or retaining walls, but the magnitude and duration would be substantially less 
than what you experienced during the WCC Project. See also Response to Comment PC-F5-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F14 

Comment PC-F14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The purpose of the tolled Express Lane Facility is to maximize throughput while minimizing 
ROW acquisition. Alternatives to obtain similar levels of throughput without the tolled Express 
Lane Facility would require a greater ROW footprint, likely resulting in full acquisition of 
residential properties. 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative 
Identification, Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes, 
and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F15 

Comment PC-F15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Alternatives 1 and 2 would add one or two GP lanes, respectively. None of the alternatives 
would add an additional carpool lane; Alternative 3 would add an Express Lane, and the HOV 
and Express Lane would be managed jointly as a tolled Express Lane Facility.  

See Response to Comment PC-F14-1 and Common Responses – Preferred Alternative 
Identification, Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes, 
Opposition to Tolling, and Measure M Funding. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F16 

Comment PC-F16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-F16-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F16-1. As discussed in Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS, 
northbound and southbound traffic demand will increase with or without the tolled Express 
Lanes. The Preferred Alternative will take trips out of the GP lanes and would not lead to 
increased congestion. 

Comment PC-F16-3 

Alternative 1 is fully funded from Measure M2. Alternative 3 is fully funded from a combination 
of Measure M and bonds against anticipated toll revenue. At this time, Alternative 2 is currently 
the only alternative that is not considered fully funded. If Alternative 2 is selected as the Preferred 
Alternative, Caltrans/OCTA will seek additional federal, State, and local funding sources to 
make up the shortfall. The project is considered a Major Project by FHWA, and a Draft Financial 
Plan must be submitted to FHWA prior to approval of the Final EIR/EIS. The Draft Financial 
Plan must identify full funding for the project. Please see Common Response – Measure M 
Funding. 

Comment PC-F16-4 

Under all of the build alternatives, the elimination of the existing left-turn pocket onto 
southbound I-405 from westbound Westminster Boulevard and lengthening the dual left-turn 
pocket at the Westminster Boulevard/Springdale Street intersection is necessary for the 
intersection to operate at an acceptable LOS. 
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Comment PC-F16-5 

Signals on Beach Boulevard are currently synchronized and will be adjusted subsequent to 
construction consistent with Caltrans policy regarding signals at ramp intersections. Signal 
timing will be closely evaluated during the design phase of the project. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F17 

Comment PC-F17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Alternative 1 would avoid the Almond Avenue soundwall, and Alternatives 2 and 3 would 
require relocation of the wall up to 10 and 3 ft to the north, respectively. Alternatives 2 and 3 
would likely include parking restrictions along Almond Avenue to maintain the City street 
standards for two-way travel. Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation 
of the soundwall under Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Preferred 
Alternative Identifications and Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-F17-2 

The purpose and need for the project are discussed in Chapter 1 of the EIR/EIS. It is impossible 
to predict whether the project would result in a decrease in accidents within the project area.  

Please see Responses to Comments PC-F17-1 and PC-F9-1 and Common Responses – Air 
Quality, Health Risks, and Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-F17-3 

There is no information within the Final EIR/EIS that suggests that construction of Alternatives 
1, 2, or 3 would result in either an increase or decrease in property values. The I-405 
Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a major 
change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans has 
found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-F17-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F17-1. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F18 

Comment PC-F18-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

No transponder is required if either Alternative 1 or 2 is selected as the Preferred Alternative. 
Under Alternative 3, any transponder currently being used on any Toll Facility in California 
would work on the proposed tolled Express Lanes. Only those users that would like to take 
advantage of being a 3+ HOV to obtain free/discounted use of the proposed toll lanes would 
need to obtain a new transponder; however, it should be noted that the Toll Express Lane 
Operating Policies discussed in Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIR/EIS have not been finalized. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F19 

Comment PC-F19-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Under Alternative 3, the SR-22/I-405 direct connector would be incorporated into the tolled 
Express Lane Facility. The SR-22 HOV lane will terminate, providing a transition area to allow 
those who choose to use the tolled Express Lane Facility to enter and others to exit into the 
SR-22 GP lanes. Access to the tolled Express Lane Facility from SR-22 will be via the SR-22/ 
I-405 HOV connecter currently under construction as part of the WCC Project. 

Comment PC-F19-2 

The lighting in the median referenced was built as part of the “Safety Lighting Project,” which 
mitigates for the wide freeway and the amount of weaving within the HOV area. The WCC 
Project will replace these same lights as part of the centerline shift. During construction of the 
new alignment in the median, the lights have been temporarily removed. Please consult OCTA 
on additional concerns regarding the current construction project. 

Comment PC-F19-3 

All transponders used in California will work on the proposed tolled Express Lanes. Please see 
Response to Comment PC-F18-1. 
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Comment PC-F19-4 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F20 

Comment PC-F20-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Literature and case studies show that all income classes utilize toll facilities based on need for 
trip reliability and reduced travel times. 

Comment PC-F20-2 

Other commenters also had concern with the travel time data presented in the Draft EIR/EIS. Please 
see Common Response – Substantiation of Reported Corridor Travel Times for Build Alternatives.  

Comment PC-F20-3 

A stated preference survey was not completed as part of the Traffic and Revenue Study for the 
project. Stated preference studies are not reliable indicators of actual use or willingness to pay. 
Anticipated use of the tolled Express Lane Facility was based on modeling of willingness to pay 
in other similarly congested corridors where toll facilities are currently in use, such as SR-91. At 
this time, there are no plans to complete a stated preference survey. 

Comment PC-F20-4 

The proposed Express Lanes would be operated 24 hours per day as a toll facility. During off-
peak hours, the time savings associated with the Express Lanes is substantially reduced.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F21 

Comment PC-F21-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Transponders will be interoperable as required by California law; in short, transponders issued 
by any agency in California will work on the I-405 Express Lanes in Alternative 3; however, 
Express Lane users with transponders that do not have a self-declaration occupancy switch (by 
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which a motorist declares the number of occupants in the vehicle) will be charged the toll for a 
single-occupant vehicle.  

Enforcement of the occupancy requirement for a free or reduced toll in the Express Lanes of 
Alternative 3 will be essential to the successful operation of the roadway to achieve the revenue 
results necessary to pay for the additional lane provided by the Express Lanes and to operate the 
facility. The Express Lanes include the existing HOV lane and will therefore be required by 
federal law to provide preferential toll treatment of HOVs meeting the occupancy requirement. 

See Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F22 

Comment PC-F22-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Each one of the issues identified 
in the summary has been addressed in the following responses. Please see Responses to 
Comments PC-F22-2 through PC-F22-8 below. 

Comment PC-F22-2 

Your suggestion will be considered where feasible. OCTA/Caltrans will be developing an I-405 
Aesthetic and Landscape Master Plan. The plan will be developed as part of the final design 
process and will address vegetation covering of walls. 

Comment PC-F22-3 

Where there are soundwalls on both sides of I-405, there would not be a reflected noise issue 
because these soundwalls are at least 400 ft apart from each other. The center divider for HOV 
lanes is much shorter than soundwalls; therefore, it would not create two parallel walls. That is 
why no absorptive materials are used on the center dividers. 

Comment PC-F22-4 

The acoustic benefits from ivy and other vegetation would be limited, but they could be effective 
in diffusing the higher frequencies associated with traffic noise. 

Please see EIR/EIS Measure VIS-18, provided below: 

VIS-18: Provide vine planting on soundwalls and retaining walls where feasible and 
appropriate. Per Highway Design Manual, Index 902.3(5), vine planting should be 
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included with all sound barrier projects to reduce the potential for graffiti and to 
soften the appearance of the wall. 

Comment PC-F22-5 

According to FHWA, the rule of thumb is that a barrier should be long enough such that the 
distance between a receiver and a barrier end is at least four times the perpendicular distance 
from the end receiver to the barrier along a line drawn between the receiver and the roadway; 
however, a detailed noise model was developed as part of the traffic noise impact analysis that 
indicated the necessary heights and lengths of soundwalls that would provide the required noise 
reduction to the end receivers. 

FHWA further states that the general rule of thumb is that the ratio between overlap distance and 
gap width should be at least 4:1 to ensure negligible degradation of barrier performance; 
however, the ratio must be considered for each case using a detailed traffic noise impact analysis 
using the traffic noise model. Roadway elevation and configuration, as well as other topographic 
features of the surrounding area, can affect overlap distances. 

Comment PC-F22-6 

It is possible that soundwalls could cause debris to be reflected, but this is not an issue for I-405. 
Numerous noise measurements conducted before and after installation of soundwalls has shown 
substantial traffic noise reduction at residences close to freeways. A combination of trees and 
woody shrubs could reduce traffic noise levels, but they need to be at least 100 ft wide. In urban 
areas, it is not practical to devote a 100-ft buffer next to the freeways for planting trees and 
woody shrubs; therefore, soundwalls are used for traffic noise abatement. Detailed computer 
modeling is used to optimize soundwall length and height. Although trees, shrubs, and grassy 
areas themselves are not as effective as soundwalls in reducing noise levels, there are 
psychoacoustic benefits to including them in concert with soundwalls. 

Comment PC-F22-7 

Questions and concerns regarding the words and definitions of terms of FHWA publications 
should be addressed directly to FHWA. FHWA and several other state transportation 
departments are currently conducting studies to find pavement grinding patterns that would 
reduce some of the harsh tonality of tire noise and associated reflections of the other sources of 
traffic noise such as engine and exhaust noise. 

Comment PC-F22-8 

Traffic noise impacts are typically determined at receivers that are placed 5 ft above the ground 
elevation, unless dictated by unusual circumstances, special studies, or other requirements. 
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Exceptions would include placing a receiver 5 ft above a wooden deck of a house situated on a 
steep slope, instead of 5 ft above the ground. Similar situations might be encountered where 
residential living areas are built above garages, where second-story levels would be more logical 
receiver locations. Traffic noise impacts are evaluated at second-story elevations or at higher 
elevations in the case of multi-story buildings when there are exterior areas of frequent human 
use at the higher elevations that could benefit from noise reduction. Examples include large 
patios or balconies that are the primary outdoor use area in an apartment complex. Clearly, it will 
not be feasible or reasonable to construct a wall that protects a receiver location several stories 
above a freeway. Almost all of the two-story single-family houses along the study area do not 
have balconies or other frequent outdoor use areas at the second level. Therefore, traffic noise 
impacts are evaluated only at the ground level of these houses. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F23 

Comment PC-F23-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Responses to Comments PC-F19-1 and PC-F19-2. 

Comment PC-F23-2 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-F19-1 through PC-F19-4. 

Comment PC-F23-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F21-1. 

Comment PC-F23-4 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-F22-1 through PC-F22-7. 

Comment PC-F23-5 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F22-5. 

Comment PC-F23-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F22-8. 

Comment PC-F23-7 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F24 

Comment PC-F24-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Alternative 2 would add two GP lanes in each direction; however, two HOV lanes would be 
underutilized and would eliminate the benefit of reduced congestion in the GP lanes. Under both 
Alternatives 1 and 2, the HOV lane would be restriped for continuous access. All of the build 
alternatives have common design features, as described in Chapter 2, Section 2.2.1, Common 
Design Features of the Build Alternatives, of the Draft EIR/EIS. It is not possible to not use any 
part of Alternative 3. If Alternative 1 or 2 is selected as the Preferred Alternative, there would be 
no tolled Express Lane Facility. 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F25 

Comment PC-F25-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Responses to Comments PC-E9-2 and PC-E9-3. 

Comment PC-F25-2 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Comment PC-F25-3 

Alternative 1 is fully funded from Measure M2. Alternative 3 is fully funded from a combination 
of M2 and bonds against anticipated toll revenue. At this time, Alternative 2 is currently the only 
alternative that is not considered fully funded. If Alternative 2 is selected as the Preferred 
Alternative, Caltrans/OCTA will seek additional federal, State, and local funding sources to 
make up the shortfall. Please see Common Response – Measure M Funding.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F26 

Comment PC-F26-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The following link will direct you to the EIR/EIS and other project-related resources and 
mapping: http://www.octa.net/I-405/IPO.aspx. Project layouts are provided in Appendix P of the 
EIR/EIS. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F27 

Comment PC-F27-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F17-1 and Common Response – Almond Avenue 
Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F28 

Comment PC-F28-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Comment PC-F28-1 Translation 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

http://www.octa.net/I-405/IPO.aspx
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F29 

Comment PC-F29-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F30 

Comment PC-F30-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F31 

Comment PC-F31-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F32 

Comment PC-F32-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F33 

Comment PC-F33-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-B7-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F34 

Comment PC-F34-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F35 

Comment PC-F35-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F36 

Comment PC-F36-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-F36-2 

All of the build alternatives would reduce congestion and improve travel times; however, during 
congested times, the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 will move more traffic per lane than 
congested GP lanes. This topic is covered in the Draft EIR/EIS in Table 3.1.6-14. HOVs meeting 
the occupancy requirement will be able to use the Express Lanes for a free or reduced toll, so the 
project will encourage carpooling. Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F37 

Comment PC-F37-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-F36-2 and Common Responses – Preferred Alternative 
Identification, Opposition to Tolling, and Measure M Funding.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F38 

Comment PC-F38-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-B20-1 and Common Responses – Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of 
Tolled Express Lanes, Air Quality, Noise, and Impacts to Businesses. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F39 

Comment PC-F39-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Project-related construction and operational air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the 
project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Section 3.2.6, project-related emissions 
associated with the build alternatives would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

Caltrans/OCTA have considered a design option for Alternative 3 that would eliminate new 
lanes south of Euclid Street, except for extension of the southbound auxiliary lane approaching 
the Harbor Boulevard exit ramp north to Euclid Street. The direct connector between the 
medians of I-405 and SR-73 would not be constructed under this design option. If Alternative 3 
is selected as the Preferred Alternative and the design option is implemented, no elevated lanes 
in the City of Costa Mesa would be constructed.  
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Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Air Quality, Health Risks, 
and Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Comment PC-F39-2 

Limited access on the tolled Express Lane Facility is required to ensure that travel speeds are 
maintained. Continuous and/or more access would deteriorate operations, reducing both travel times 
and trip reliability. Alternative 1 would be fully funded through Measure M2. Alternative 3 would be 
fully funded from a combination of Measure M2 and bonds against anticipated future toll revenue. 
At this time, Alternative 2 is currently the only alternative that is not considered fully funded. If 
Alternative 2 is selected as the Preferred Alternative, Caltrans/OCTA will seek additional federal, 
State, and local funding sources to make up the shortfall. Measure M is funded through a ½-cent 
sales tax in Orange County, and no additional taxes would be required to construct any of the 
proposed build alternatives. Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling and Measure M 
Funding. 

Comment PC-F39-3 

Partial acquisition of some residential properties is required under all of the build alternatives. 
No full acquisition of residential properties is required under any of the build alternatives. 
Subsequent to identification of the Preferred Alternative, all properties affected by full or partial 
acquisition and/or TCEs will be provided in Appendix T of the Final EIR/EIS. 

Section 2.2.2, summarizes the preliminary plans and policies regarding operations of Express 
Lanes under Alternative 3. If Alternative 3 is selected as the Preferred Alternative, final 
decisions on operating policies would be made during final design and prior to opening of the 
project. The type of tolling to be used in the Express Lanes is likely to be either variable or 
dynamic. Variable tolling provides different toll amounts by hour of the day and day of the week. 
Variable tolling is currently used on the SR-91 Express Lanes, with toll amounts adjusted every 
few months based on traffic levels by hour of the day and day of the week during the previous 
few months. Dynamic tolling varies toll amounts minute to minute in response to the real-time 
volume of traffic in the Express Lanes and levels of congestion in the GP lanes. Toll amounts are 
adjusted to manage the volume of traffic in the Express Lanes and avoid congestion. 

As discussed in Section 2.2.7, mass transit components were considered in the I-405 MIS and 
were determined unfeasible.  

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Responses – Identification of Preferred 
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Alternative, Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes, 
and Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-F39-4 

As discussed in Section 3.1.6, the Preferred Alternative maximizes throughput while generally 
staying within existing ROW. Please see also Response to Comment PC-F39-3 and Common 
Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F40 

Comment PC-F40-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F41 

Comment PC-F41-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-F41-2 

As discussed in Section 3.1.5.2 of the Final EIR/EIS, the preferred option for the location of the 
gas lines is on the south side of I-405 (Option 1). The gas lines would be relocated onto the 
NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach. Please see Common Response – Relocation of Gas Lines. 

Comment PC-F41-3 

Relocation of the gas lines is part of the project and is not exempt from environmental review. 
This is analyzed in Section 3.1.5.2 of the Final EIR/EIS. Please also see Response to Comment 
PC-F41-2.  

Comment PC-F41-4 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require moving the Almond Avenue soundwall. Where feasible 
and cost effective, undergrounding electric lines is preferred; however, the ultimate decision will 
be made by OCTA, Caltrans, Local Agency, and the utility provider during final design. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
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Alternatives 2 and 3. If either Alternative 1 or Alternative 3 with the design option is selected as 
the Preferred Alternative, the lines will not require relocation. Please see Common Response – 
Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-F41-5 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocating the soundwall. Caltrans/OCTA have 
considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under Alternatives 2 and 3. If 
Alternative 2 is selected as the Preferred Alternative, there may be times when portions of the 
wall are removed while it is reconstructed at its new location, up to 10 ft north of the existing 
location. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-F41-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F17-3. 

Comment PC-F41-7 

Please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-F41-8 

Project-related construction and operational air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the 
project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Section 3.2.6, project-related emissions 
associated with the build alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

Please see Common Response – Air Quality. 

Comment PC-F41-9 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F41-8 and Common Response – Health Risks. 

Comment PC-F41-10 

The current conditions for entering I-405 heading north from the Seal Beach Boulevard 
northbound loop on-ramp is a temporary gauge and is not an advisable comparison for conditions 
after completion of the WCC Project and this project. The proposed configuration for the project 
Preferred Alternative would require one lane change from an auxiliary lane when accessing 
northbound I-405 from the Seal Beach Boulevard loop on-ramp. The design has improved safety 
conditions at this location by allowing drivers to enter an auxiliary lane that provides more time 
to negotiate one lane change. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-F-45 March 2015 

Comment PC-F41-11 

The additional lanes on I-405 under the build alternatives will encourage traffic currently 
diverting from I-405 to local streets to remain on I-405. Please see also Common Response – 
Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Comment PC-F41-12 

Data from SR-91 show that people from all income groups use those Express Lanes in eastern 
Orange County. There is no expectation that Express Lanes on I-405 would be substantially 
different. For a discussion of the reasons that it is necessary to change the occupancy 
requirement for free use of the Express Lanes, please see Common Response – Opposition to 
Tolling. For a discussion of potential impacts to reduce exposure of businesses in the corridor to 
freeway traffic, please also see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. Toll rates will 
change periodically to maintain high speed in the Express Lanes and serve more traffic per lane 
than GP lanes during periods of congestion in the GP lanes, as shown in Table 3.1.6-14 of the 
Draft EIR/EIS. The successful operation of the Express Lanes does rely on congestion in the GP 
lanes. Given the restricted ROW in the corridor, providing sufficient GP lane capacity to serve 
demand is not feasible. Because the Express Lanes will serve more traffic per lane during 
congested periods than are served by a congested GP lane, users of the GP lanes benefit from the 
Express Lanes as it reduces the traffic per lane in the GP lanes.  

Comment PC-F41-13 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F17-1. 

Comment PC-F41-14 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

With respect to dropping additional lanes at Valley View Street, please see Common Response – 
Almond Avenue Soundwall.  

Comment PC-F41-15 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-F41-1 through PC-F41-14 and Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification, Almond Avenue Soundwall, Traffic Flow at the Orange 
County/ Los Angeles County Line, Measure M Funding, and Opposition to Tolling. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F42 

Comment PC-F42-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F43 

Comment PC-F43-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-F17-1. Please also see Common Responses – Preferred 
Alternative Identification, Almond Avenue Soundwall, and Shifting Improvements away from 
Residential Properties onto NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach Property.  

Comment PC-F43-2 

Please see Response to Comment Letter PC-F44 and Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the 
Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, Air Quality, and Health Risks.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F44 

Comment PC-F44-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-F17-1 and Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-F44-2 

Project-related construction and operational air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the 
project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Section 3.2.6, project-related emissions 
associated with the Preferred Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 
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Please see Common Responses – Air Quality and Health Risks. 

Comment PC-F44-3 

Please see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-F44-4 

Neither Caltrans nor OCTA have the authority to change the driving age or restrict use of the 
facility to otherwise legal vehicles. Please see Response to Comment PC-F17-1 and Common 
Response –Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-F44-5 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-F44-1 through PC-F44-4. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F45 

Comment PC-F45-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F46 

Comment PC-F46-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-F14-1 and Common Responses – Preferred Alternative 
Identification, Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes, 
Air Quality, Health Risks, Property Values, and Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-F46-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-F46-1. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F47 

Comment PC-F47-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-F46. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F48 

Comment PC-F48-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-F14-1 and Common Responses – Preferred Alternative 
Identification and Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express 
Lanes. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F49 

Comment PC-F49-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-F41-5 and Common Responses – Preferred Alternative 
Identification, Relocation of Gas Lines, Health Risks, and Traffic Flow at the Orange 
County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-F49-2 

All of the build alternatives reduce congestion and improve travel times in the GP lanes. Please 
see Common Responses – Measure M Funding and Opposition to Tolling. 
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Comment PC-F49-3 

Alternative 3 does not bypass the Corridor Cities. Intermediate access has been added 
specifically to address this concern.  

Comment PC-F49-4 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-F49-1 through PC-F49-3. 
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